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PER CURI AM

Ski ppy Incorporated appeals the district court’s order
dism ssing its conpl ai nt, anong ot her reasons, for failure to state
a claimupon which relief can be granted, pursuant to Fed. R G v.
P. 12(b)(6). We have thoroughly reviewed the record and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor the reasons stated by

the district court. See Skippy Inc. v. Lipton Investnents, |nc.,

No. CA-02-1571-A (E.D. Va. Dec. 20, 2002). In light of our
di sposition, we deny as noot Appellees’ notions for summary
affirmance. W dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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